1/29/70 

Dear Paul, 

I wrote Ivon a h sty note tola e.m. end £55,*^ 

you. In it 1 ^ctaa 0D7:701, thet approximate date, 

refers to tne suppressed tJL 0 ,ullivj taool^inas referred to the D?D files 

ouotei tne ^^J^^el^nit aad an inv of LEO before the assess, and asked 
tc eateblisn toe 6. 0.D ^^tei . • . £ n taa or me no 3 Kohlnen nay nave 

for tala, tne ditto a; t9rr f i ® ^i’e^ept your potentially vary important 

maae end left, etc. -^one of toi« 1> new exc ^ gone to tte trouble of 

tning in tbs 0J75 auffiwry. a ^ t(le connec tion between O’Sullivan 

looking, r-owevor, since taen I - overcome Louis's personal 

«* -ubi. 3« ^iiwln had O's H ^na' Mentioned nim lonr •»>. But, I « 

liking for O'Sullivan, -bey L . av . er sao ^ e gmgle tninz out of 

familiar with taeir interroga • . ot sene thing it was pither 

e single person, - hrve no taowieag . > ■ terrified tr begin with. 

„ TO .-luntTO* M *«»■• «" "t aid. t u.e tto f,e«.l 

They jus- were not rrersred for tais kind of w rs .m 

knowledge* renuired for it, 

, 7 e' 11 see. 

f'apnwhile if I haven't asked it, wuenever anyone goes over tne indexes, 

!•- .proctTO •*» »'•»»• » 13 = lUil “ 8 ** 

a doll' t toil* I've rjr^TOTOtT s», 

I very much a*~preciyte tne co y i s - veil disro°ed former reporter who 

Lr^^-xsiv^iisss mufr/xt. z .. 

the -a st. Le phoned for them lest night. 

. 4. „ .ox _ m o fiasco tha basic work there 

But is it not tragic °*: e ^ * ^5* CU msry when I was working there, 

remains to be done? If I n he ve known ^^^V^ 'ouldn’ t develon any 

I'd never heve been co ntent to 10™*® ‘fjij P taat =0 verv much relates i also got 
office interest in it. V" hat I got from Philip tnat^so very ^ x wistl x 

s t tn* very end Oi my time there * - -■* . , , rs tar*w l s closest pal secucec aim, 

could ,t tut .it tc. rel.ted w« » oeo „; io „; And O'. Ill kldn.p U,, tellies 

an? «. “"moiTuXrJx: s « «. - »■ 


